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1. Transmitted herewith are two AECAPELIN reports, one d&ted 13 December, 

the other 28 December on Vatican interest in the conflict among emigre 

Ukrainian nationalists and the withdrawal of’ Rev. Ivan HRXNOICH from political 
life. 

2. MOB comment: ‘ ■ *■ 

■ •> a.. The report on^rchbishopVBDCHKI^s desire to bring the warring 

.. •. i .' /nationalist factions together is of interest primarily in that the report' ■ gives 
^ an accurate picture of the pro-BAXDESA ZCbOUlPs campai gn against 2PUHVR on the .. . - 
. t '.religious front. There is. no evidence, however, that BOCHKO or any other Greek-' 

: <£*. > * .'‘Catholic dignitary in fact made any serious effort to assuage the conflict. The 
' ' ). report in this regard at best portrays the pious wish of some clergy. Mo effort 
- was made’ in this regard during a recent visit in Rome by Rev. Ivan HRHttOCH. ; . ■ ;_’V; > 

if ' . ■’> . 

b. AECAPELIN 1 s ruminations in regard to HRTNIGCIPs resignation are ;■ 

?■=?.. based on incomplete data and do not appear to reflect accurately either KRTNIOCB’ s,' 
ZPUHVR's, or Vatican motives in this matter. fg? 
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Archbishop Ivan BUCHKO and the Confl: 

Ukrainian Nationalists 

13 December 1?5U 

AECAPELIN frora[Drl Miroslav ‘SEMCHSSHp^cnSshttaa osacgj^ta^ 
to the Institute ^or the Study of Culture' anfTQnf dry or 
the USSR in Munich 



1- SEMCHISHIJLlearned from well-informed Ukrainian circles in England' 
Ypatheri AleksanderTSALITOVSKI, Vicar-General for Ukrainian Catholics in 
England) that 'Archbishop Ivan BUCHKO of Rome intends to initiate attempts in • . 

the near future to reconcile the wra n gl i n g groups of Ukrainian nationalists 
(ZChOUH/BAilDHIA, Anti-BAHDERA ZCh/OUN and ZPUHVR). It is his desire , to _■ 
reconcile the differences first between the AntiiBANDffiA ZChOUN and tbepro- 
, BANDSRA ZChOON and, if this is successful, to settle the differences between ■ 

■\' m ./’these ; ^rb groups with ZPUHVR.' BUCHKO' a initiative in this regar'd stems 'froim ...... 

''.'two sources : Father MALINOVSKT in London and father] Petor^KiLINSKI in Munich. ..; 

' An analogous proposition was forwarded by ({Docent )\l&khailort(ttNIV who, currently, b; 
at., the request of BUCHKO, is attesting to organise a Christian . MoveMenti/.;.'', • . '7 ' t i 
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'I-.N! > ?= : ’2> '1 BTJC5K0-- uruderir fco ok the mission of pacifying these wrangling groups':'ndt Vj . r r' r V3 
".’because of. .Ukrainian political reasons hut rather because of Ukrainian. . 

ICftSpldc interests both in' the emigration and the homeland. This is logical -.v. ■ ; ' 1 

.^.':. : .':r;;;.;.‘'..when;. it' is taken into consideration that the majority of tbcee.part^ipat^^^Fvv., 
.Ukrainian-liberation-rewolutionary movement in the homeland are Greek a - 
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3. An analagous situation exists here in the emigration. Mo one will 
decor that the strongest groups in the emigration are the ZChOUN, ZPUHVR and 
•.their followers. The majority of the members of either faction are Catholics) 
although they do not necessarily underline their Catholicism., in practical 
political activities. . The direct or indirect participation' of these groups 

i in the activities of the Catholic church in the emigration is not insignificant 
Some of these Ukrainian, nationalist groups like ^ChOUH/Bandera accent . their 
devotion to the Catholic church.. . This is partially attributable to the fact 
that ZCtaOUN/Bandera received considerable financial support from Vatican 
circles until approximately 1950,- i.e., subsidization of the Pkrajjskyy 
Samostlynlk, Okralnets-Chas (Peris), and other publications, in 1950 Ivan 
.BUCHKQ- somewhat revised tils position 1 toward ZChOUN/feandera and decided to 
cease financial assistance to this group. This resulted partially from the . 
fact that ZChOUM/Bindera became known as a totalitarian, narrow-minded and . 
even imsoral organization” responsible, for mass murders of. guilty as well as 
innocent persons; BUOhau 1 ss poreonal tactics towardythe various ‘ emigration 
groups also changed since he saw no reason to finance this organization when, 
it attacked other organizations which ware also Catholic. • — 















U. The position of Vatican circles Mealing with Ukrainian emigration* 
affairs also changed radically^in February 19 $U as a result of the ZChOUN ' 
schism. .The .Vatican favored the position' of those Ukrainian organizations 
/which recognized the 'deci sio n from the homeland. Not withstan ding the rnajy - l:'- 
sessions betwjeen Taroslav*OTKTSKD, BANlEh&’and laroslavMSERTSAL and Archbishop . 
BUCHED in Rome, Munich and Eh gland, the former ware unable to convince BUCHED . ; j 
that . the, homel and decision re the OUN Provid was a falsification by ZPUHVR, 
by VasijrC^SlMlVICH, or even an American provocation. The fact remained that' 
the homeland denied moral support to Stephan*BANDHtA; this was clear "to ; ; 
BCCHKD,vwho for the time being did not take a personal part in- this natter. 
Activities of ‘ ZCbOUN/feandera,- however, forced BtJCHKD not only to take an' ■ '• V 
interest in these activities but also to make his position clear 1 in this ftfii 
: respect)'' This was precipitated by the foraying: : \ i..',-.-,'. 

4'. ‘ - Zeik)UN/]Banilera, recopiizing their moral inadequacy ardriheir 

-situation Wiz^a-viz other. emigre groups and refusing to coopera to-with the, ■ 
)ah^ii^andera ZChOUM, initiate various activities against the antliBandera •_:) 
'zcifidinj; : against ZPUHVR, and even against ,ihe OUN Provid • in the Ckralhe^'v;- >/. 
/.These. Activities assumed 'not only political undertones but ale o religinh^.-i.ii'i. 
characteristics . ZChOUN/Banderu made attests .to prove that the anti-lsac'cera'; 
ZChOUN'waS'.a socialistic-materialistic, liberal-democratic and even an',,., 
'atheistic movement, by no means Christian or Catholic. . 5 
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No. 2k issue of the Khristisnskyy Hoi os . ) All these Catholic groups, more or 
less, used Stephan BAHD£W.’ s arguments “against ZFUHVB and indirectly against 
the Ukrainian liberation-revolutionary .movement in the Ukraine. It must be 
said that BANDHIA had success in this respect. It is not to be excluded that 
this influenced Archbishop BUCHXO in entrusting the organization. of the 
Christian Movement to Mikhail o IANIV in Paris. Hi is is evidenced by the fact 
that ZChOUN/Bandera decided to back this Movement in all parts of Europe, 
sending that organization's most effective members to various places for this 
purpose.” f • 

- . • . O'. . 

. .. c. In conjunction with the press and oral propaganda conducted 
agiinstZHJHVR, the anti-Bandera ZChODN and the OUN Provld in the Ukraine, 
a series Jisf letters were directed .to BUCH38D as^well as, to the .Congregation 
of Oriental- Churches, headed by Cardinal Eugene TXSSBEANT. These "letters, 
allegedly originating from various individuals but actually instigated by 
ZChOU>(/iandera,; requested that Dr. Ivan HRINOCH be suspended because he was 
not only the hekd of the ZPUHVR but also the moral protector of the afore!. / 

. mentioned organizations who were engaged in "anti-Christian'' and "anti-:,* : 0 

• |* Catholic” ..activities. 5 ■ ' ' • '•»$ ■ . 

5. As a jssult of-.the above, B.OCHED's position became much more . , . 

• complicated than.heretoforpi BDCHKD, being acquainted .with the actual : : 
ri; situation, in the 'homeland as well as BAJfblHA'e conduct toward . the homeland .. 
: /."'/'dfc£stinri/ knew.' that BANDHtA was wrong} oij^the other band,' aa^a 'CatHollb..”- f ; 

: Archbishop arzi tae Apostolic Visitator to'.Ukrainlan Catholics, in Europe ji 
: ; . vhe;eould not underestimate pr ignore BANDEtA's approach to these matters..,,'; 
';.frum.the”Catholic 'point ofview, (i.e, BANDERA'a defense of the Catholic. 
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' . .. c. ; Insure that either BANDHIA car his responsible delegate have 
influence -in the 2PUHVH. 

8. : It is difficult to 3 ay whether BUCHXD will meet with any success 
even though h,is intentions are conmendable . UNRada circles believe that 
such' an agreement is possible. ZChOUVBandera recognize that the stature 
of' their- organisation is low and is continuously shrinking. The Ukrainian . 
emigration is becoming very critical of ZChOUN/Bandera. Although ZPUH7R and 
tie anti^Bandera ZChOUN are gaining some success, they nonetheless find it' ' 



'nVf to conduct any war against ZChODU/handera because .the latter. ^ 

fun .of fanatics who will continue to execute the wishes’ pftf 
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